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OLL 84-2912

RECORD GOPY

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Leahy:

1 want to express my appreciation for the time-consuming
effort you have made to determine the facts behind the KAL
shootdown in wake of new public allegations of an Intelligence
Community cover-up.

It is gratifying to the many professionals in the Community
who have laboriously studied the incident over the past year
that you took the time to listen to their analyses and then
openly supported their conclusions.

I realize that the briefing on Saturday and your appearance
on the "Today" show on Monday cut into a planned family
vacation, but you performed a valuable service for which we are
most grateful.

Sincerely,

/S/ John N. licinauon

John N. McMahon
Deputy Director of Central Intelligence
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KOREAN AIRLINE
INCIDENT

WBC SUNRISE/TODAY SBEOW
13 August 1984

GUMBEL: It's been nearly a year since a Soviet missile
destroyed Korean Airlines flight 007, killing all 269
people on board. Well, now an article in The Nation
magazine raises some serious questions about the U.S.
role in that tragedy. The article contends that at the
very least, the U.5. intelligence community suffered

an unprececentec breakaown that night for failing to warn
the KAL pilot on both his errors in navigation anu the
threat posed by the soviet jets. Sen. Patrick Leahy is a
member of the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

and he joins us this morning from our studios in
washington. Good morning, Senator. SEN. PATRICK LEAHY
(p-Ver., member of senate Select Committee): Good
morning, Bryant.

GUMBEL: You've had a chance, I'm sure, to read the David
Pearson article in The Nation, contenéding the U.S.
officials knew the plane was off course, yet aid nothing
about it. Your reaction. LEAEY: Well, I've read the
article and 1've gone back and reviewed all the evidence
that we had available to us in the intelligence committee
ana, in fact did it again over this past weekend. The
article is a fascinating compencium of coincidences and
hyphothesis, but it comes out false in the end. It really
makes no sense at all. It suggests, or actually,

pretty much states that we sent the Korean Airline plane
over there on a spy mission. What it never faces up to
is that there is nothing at all that the Korean airline
could have uone on a spy mission, assuming that that's
what was gonna Le done, assuming that we outfitted it
with all kinds of cameras anc electronic equipment and
everything else, it still would have got nothing that we
already had.

GUMBEL: I don't think he was suggesting necessarily that
it was on a spy mission so much as he was suggesting,
well let me show you something from the interview, so
much as he was suggesting that as the plane was lost, and
the Soviets scramblea after it, the U.S. might reap some
kind of intelligence Lonanza. Let me show you this bit
of tape from the interview we did with David Pearson last
Thursday. PEARSON: The best response to that is
precisely what occurred, one of the largest intelligence
coups in history occurred that night.

GUMBLE: What kind of an intelligence coup? PEARSON: By

that I mean U.S. signals intelligence and radar equipment
monitored, monitorec the Soviets turning on virtually

Continued
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every plece of electronic egquipment in the Far ELast.

They monitored communications patterns over the Kamchatka
Peninsula, over Sakhalin Island, between those two

ljocatione and between those locations and regional command -
centers and between those locations and Moscow.

GUMBLE: 1Is he off base, Senator? LEAHY: Ya know, that
sounas great, to say the greatest intelligence bonanza in
history, except it's just not so. The Soviets did
nothing that they haven't done before during that. It is
in a case where you send a plane in or could send a plane
and all of a sudden we see this great panoply of
electronic emissions and suddenly discover the secret
access to the Soviets. That's not the case., That just
did not happen. It makes a great story, but that's not
what happened. 1In fact, if these things that test the
soviet radar, and we do this all the time, we have other
methods that we can use, that do not put us, or anybody
else, in any kind of danger. The United States would not
send, would not allow and would not use civilian aircraft
in this way bLecause of precisely what happened. We know
+hat this is a thing the Soviets would do, the plane
straight across like that, they would shoot it down. It
was a cold-blooded act of murder, barbarous act of murder
on the part of the Soviet Union. They would commit that
same act of murder if it was done tomorrow and the Unitecd
States just would not allow a plane to do that.

GUMBLE: Senator, former CIA Director Stansfield Turner
says the United States could release more information
relating to the incident without compromising national
security. Do you agree? LEAHY: l1've seen in the material,
both what's been released and what hasn't. In this case,
an extraordinary amount of material was releasedc. 1

think a lot of us wish that there had not been as much
because it shows what our capabilities are. I don't know
of anything further that couldé be released that adas to
it. The problem that we have here, and 1'm as skeptical
of the activities of our intelligence agencies as anybody
else. 1 am, after all, the one who went in, delved into
the Nicaraguan mining, have Lbeen the biggest critic of the
covert action® Nicaragua, but we've got to accept the

fact that in many, many times our intelligence agencies
act very proper, follow the law, do what they're suppose
to and that there isn't anything here to hide and there's
gonna be a lot of stories, they make great reading,
they'll sell magazines, they'll sell books, but they're
just not accurate.

Continyed
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3.

GUMBLE: 60 you called it, shortly after the incident, a
cold, calculating act of murder. You've seen nothing to
change your opinion? LEAHY: 1've seen nothing to change
it nor have I seen anything at all which indicates to me

that our intelligency agencies acted improperly or in any
in the way that it's suggested by this article.

GUMBLE: Sen, Patrick Leahy, thank you for joining us
this morning.
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NBC SUNRISE/TODAY SHCwW
8 August 1984

——-——————7:XK rIRLINER GUKBEL: As we return at 7:15, we continue with our
discussion of KAL flicht 007. From the start, the Unitea
States has steadfastly maintained thet the Korearn zirlines
plane was not on a2 spying missicn, it &ccidentally
strayea into Soviet air space, but now &n article in The
Nztion magazine takes the U.S. to tesk for inconsistencies
enG omissions in public stztements about events
surrouncéing the destruction of thet plane by Soviet
interceptors. Joining us this morning is Davicd Pearson.
Ee is the author of the article to be published next week,
by The Nation, and he's a doctorel cancidate in sociology
from Yale. " Good morning. DAVID PEXRSON: Good morning,
Bryant.

GUMEEL: Essentizlly, what's wrong with the U.S. pocition
on KeL 007? PEARSON: Well, I think what we see zs we .
rea¢ the U.S. account ¢f the incident is selective ﬁ
prevision of evidence and omissicn of criticel evidence '
which could es+teblish, on z2ll fronts, the nature, the role
of U.S. &gencies, the role cf the U.S. aircraft, which we
know wzs flying in the &ree, &s Korezn zirlines flew

towarcé Soviet territory, ané I think the nature of what

cen only be ceglled the Korean eirlines cover-up subseguent
to the incicent

Yy
»

GUMEEL: SO right up'front let's estzplish whet &re you
charging U.S. officiels with, & cover-up and whet else?
PERRSON: Well, I think & cover-up is & strong term but T
think whet we see, &gein, 1s certéin information thet
coulcé Le mace eveilelble wl*hoLt sacrificing any legitimate
netion&gl security neecs hes Leen withheld from public
scrutiny.

GUMBEL: Why isn't it -possible that RAL flight 007 w&s off
course? Why won't you buy that? PERRSON: Well, I think
the Air Nevigetion Consission summed thet up very
succinctly in their addendum to the ICAO report, the
Internetional Civil Avietion Orcéanizetion report, andé they
seid that ell of these scenarios, the possible OEVIG ion
fron course according to &, for exeanple for tazking & great
circle route, the incorrect setting of magnetic heading
and so on, that all of these could not cxplcln the course
actuelly flown by the jetliner.

GUMBEL: We heve a mep aveilable theat shows what was the :
intended course and the course that was actually flown.

Is it not possible that their rezdéings were off within the
cockpit, that this was just pilot error? PEARSON: No,
there is no possibility of thet.

ﬂbﬂmugd
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GUMBEL: Why not? PEARSCN: And the rezson, the rezson
because reconstructijons by the Air Navigation Commiscion
showeG thet in every instance those scenarios could not
account for the flight path shown. To Gescribe precisely
why would be a very technical cCiscussion &ané I think we
just have to turn back to the originzl reports.

GUEEEL: You have also contencded tha*t U.S. officizls knew
gll along that the plane was lost. Eow can you be sc
certazin of thet? PEARSON: All right. 7There are three
important points to make here. The only possibilities are
the following: one, that there w&s no knowledce &t zll by
U.S. officials, &nd this means an extraorcéinary wealth of
intelligence anc militery equipment, heréware anad
personnel in the area somehow didn't see a 747 straying
miles &and miles off course.

GUMEEL: But that's possible. PEZRSON: In fact, it's not
possible unless we're to admit the largest sincle failure
in communications commzné control in intelligence ané
ezrly wearning in the history of the United States,

GUMBEL: OK, s0 ycu're saving the recdar fecilities were in
plece so thet the U.S. oificials h&c¢ to know the plane wzs
off course. PEARSON: Not only racer facilities but zlso
sicnels from intelligence fecilities &t Shemei Islancs in

the rlevtiens, con meinlendé :rlaskz zné cn the northern
Japenese islenc of Eckkeaicdo.

GUMBEL: We noted a little bit earlier in the report that
Jane wes talking about that an RC-13%, & U.S.
reconnaissance plane, wzs in the area. What role do you
cleim it playec with 0072 PEARSCN: Well, the evicence
suggests that Korean kirlines flight 007 made a slight
course change when it wés in proximity to the RC-135. 1I
think that is indeecd suggestive. Aincé zlso the U.S.
stetements recarcing the RC-135 have been incomplete, to
be kind. I think an example of tha*t woulé be the U.S.
stetement, and I qguote, was, 'The closest epproach of the
two eircraft was 75 neuticel miles while the U.S. eircrafe
wes in its mission orbit.' A mission orbit is & very
specific flight path, &and whet that leaves open is &
possibility that the airliner came much closer to the U.S.
gircraft while it was outside of its mission orbit.

GUMEEL: So what is it ycu're suggesting? 1 mean, why,
even assuming that U.S. officiels knew the plane was off
course, why would they let it stay off course? What Gig
they have to gain? PEARSON: It brings us to our two
other possitilities. The first one would be lack of
knowledge of U.S. agencies. I think that is not &
crecible explenation. The second one is that U.S.
militery and intelligence services were collecting that¢

R U
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inforrnation-and simply. ¢icdn't make it &vailable to the
civilien leadership in the Uniteg States

GUNBEL: But again, what did they have to gazin by allowing
the Soviet, this airlines to continue to stray over Soviet i
airspace. PERRSCN: The Lest respcnse to that is !
precisely what occurred. One of the largest intelligence
coups in history occurred thet night.

GUMBEL: What kind of an intelligence coup? PEARSON: By
that I mezn, U.S. signéls intelligence &nd raGar ecuipment
monitored, monitored the Soviets, turning on virtuzlly
every piece of electronic eguipment in the Far East. They
monitored communications patterns over the Kimchaek
peninsula, over the Sakhazlin Islanc, between those two
locetions and between those locaztions in regioral command
centers and between those locations &nc Hosccew.

GUMBEL: One Pentegon official reacting to your article
nes celled it ‘'zbsolutely absurdé,' thet in the past when
charces have come up like this Cespar Weinberger nas said
those who &are seying such things have bought the total
Soviet package of lies. PEARSOR: I think what we need to
¢o &t that point is to call for certain evidence that is
aveilable to the United Stetes which could esteblish
without any Goubt the nature of the role of the RC-135 é&nd
the active and ongoing knowledge of U.S. &gencies of the
flicht of 007.

GUMEIL: But they would cey thet corpromises nationel
security by releasing that informeation. PEARSON: 1In
every insténce the U.S. hés mede public information which
elrezcy provicdes in the public domzin knowledge of our
capebilities. The selective withholéing of further
informaetion on that bésis simply is not & soundé argument.

GUNBEL: Let's face facts. You're a coctorel candidate,
you have no government experience, you're not an insigder
on national security. Why should anyone give a great ceel
of credence to this? PERRSON: Well, I think the best
arcument for thet is, with the informetion in the public
domain, is it possible to understznd larger events with a
certain amount of dedication and with a certain amount of
insicht? And I think for all of us, &ll of us in the
country, if we can't have informetion, sufficient
information available to us to be able to ascertain the
nature of large public events, then, then I think we're
indeed in sad straits.

GULBEL: ©Lavic Pearson, thank you. PEXRSOKR: Bryant,
thgnk you. : ) :
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